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From: Michael Boots <MichaeI.Boots@WDC CA GOV>
 
To: Paul Cunningham <PauI.Cunningham@WDC.CA.GOV>, Nancy Sutley
 
<Nancy.Sutley@GOV.CAGOV>, "Bob Therkelsen (E-mail)" <btherkel@energy.state.ca.us>, 'Barbara
 
Byron' <Bbyron@energy.state.ca.us>. 'Manny Padilla' <MJPadilla@chp.ca.gov>,
 
"'SGJones@chp.ca.gov'" <SGJones@chp.ca.gov>, "'ARJones@chp.ca.gov'" <ARJones@chp ca.gov>
 
Date: 9/221033'20PM 
Subject: Tuesday Conference Call 

We've scheduled a conference call for tomorrow at 1pm Pacific Time to discuss the latest developments 
on the WIPP transuranic waste shipments 

The call-in number is: 866-257-0473
 
The access code is: *1341340000* (the star keys must be entered)
 

Thanks and we'll talk to you then. 

Mike Boots
 
Office of Governor Gray Davis
 
134 Hall of the States
 
444 N. Capitol St., NW
 
Washington, D.C. 20001
 
~02/624-5270 

(~.a2/624-5280 (fax) 

mailto:Bbyron@energy.state.ca.us
mailto:btherkel@energy.state.ca.us
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From: "Barbara Byron" <Bbyron@energy.state.ca.us> 
To: <ARJones@chp.ca.gov>, <MJPadilla@chp ca.qov>, <SGJones@cllp ca.gov>, "Bob 
Therkelsen" <Btherkel@energy state.ca us>, <Nancy SutJey@GOV CA.GOV>, 
<Michael Boots@WDC.CA GOV>, <Paul Cunnlngham@WDC CA GOV> 
Date: 9/22/035:00PM 
Subject: Tuesday Conference Call 

To help get everyone up 10 speed on what's been happening on the Nevada Test Site nuclear shipment 
routing Issue, here's a bnef summary. 

1. WGA sent a letter to DOE offering a compromise whereby CA would accept the first round of 
shipments (about half) from NTS to WIPP, as long as DOE and states agreed on a route and timetable 
for the second half. The WGA letter is at. 

http://www.westgov.org/wga/in iuatrves/w.pp/WGAcompromlse-ltr-S-12-03. pdf 

2 We are working to uphold this compromise In developing "paths forward." 

3, WGA, DOE and states held a conference calion Sept 11 DOE provided their analysrs of eight 
alternate routes from NTS to WIPP DOE's data showed that the northern route (the alternate route most 
likely to which states could agree) was several hundred miles longer, much more expensive, and would 
require a NEPA analysis, when compared to other routes. DOE wants to transport 60% of the waste (61 
shipments) in the first round of shipments and about 40%, or 44 shipments, in the second round. The 
second set includes oversized drums and uncharacterized waste, which would require licensmq a new 
package design with the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, DOE expects to make the second round 
shipments in about three years and plans to have all TRU waste removed from NTS by 2007. DOE 
wants to begin the first round Jan. '04, A map and chart of DOE's alternate routes are Attachments 1 
and 2 and a map comparing SR 127 and SR 160 IS III Attachment 3. 

4. WGA, CA and NV had follow-up calls to discuss conditions under which the first shipments could 
occur. Two choices emergedirom those discussions: 

a. CA agrees to allow the first set of shipments, if DOE agrees to conditrons to help ensure that the 
second set of shipments actually occur on a non-CA route and wit'J1n a certain time period. These 
conditions might include 

(i) WGA, affected states, and DOE will negotiate In good faith an alternate route for the second set of 
shipments; 

~ 0j}-WGA-and~B6E-will"1Qe~tif.y-an-a§r.e.ed,J.lpLllLaJ1BJ:~te for the second seL.s.o..1haLt1le,..SaGO.pd set 
(--' o.:sl:Hflmefl~itHmgm"WiHttA~thF~e-yeafS; . . . 

(III) Routes for the second set Will exclude predominantly CA routes In the Illitla! 200 miles of shipment 
(WOUld exclude DOE Routes 1, 2, 3, and a route proposed by NV from 160 via Baker and Barstow); 
(iv) HRCQ shipments would not be allowed on any state route without the affected states' prior
 
concurrence, and
 
(V) DOE will reimburse the California Highway Patrol for escorts for shipments In CA 

b. WGA requests that DOE work With states to identify an alternate route and timetable for the second 
sel of shipments, before the first set of shipments could occur. 

The second option (b) offers more protection for CA. It's unlikely that DOE and states can agree on an 
alternate route for the second set of shipments, once the first set of shipments have been made The 
marn Incentive for DOE and states to negotiate an alternate route for the second round shipments was 
that the first round wouldn't occur until a route and timetable were agreed upon for the second set. 
Getting consensus on an alternate route will be difficult. After long drscussrons, tacrhtrated by WGA, 
states (CA, NV, AZ, NM. CO, WY, Un agreed that a northern route was a possible alternate route to 
which they could agree However, DOE says tlns northern route would be very expensive, much longer 

mailto:Boots@WDC.CA
mailto:Bbyron@energy.state.ca.us


~~i:Cew-::!..ones - I uesaay l"onrerence (....,all 

(hundreds of miles longer than SR 127 and SR 160), and would require a NEPA analysis. DOE suggests 
that any additional costs for usmq the northern route could be paid out of WGA funds (states wouldn't 
likely agree to trusI) Nevada objects to identifying any specific alternate route, because of opposrtion 
from Clark Co for using SR 160 and they need to consult with their local governments first and negotiate 
a price tag for DOE using the alternate routes. 

That's all for now 

Barbara Byron 
916-654-4976 
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Analyeis of Various Routmq Opucos for NTS Through Cslrtcrnia and Ne ..... Routmg Through N2\,'ada and Utah to V.JIPP 

624 I s 6001 $ 4.94+ S 271,920 $ 20,000 $ 29\,920 \ ~ 

845 I s 6001 s 5.070 s 2.75,850 s 2.4,400 $ 303,250 

617 I s 600 Is 4,S01 I $ 2.59,610 S 32,iOO S 30i.710 ~ (12.280i 

8141 s eools - 4,8841$ 268,620 s 61000 s 329,620 S -,563G 

788 I S 6_00 s 4.728 S 250,040 $ 66,ODD S 326,040 $ 12,OSD 

1,5',] I $ 600 s 3102 s 500,610 s 54,C.'] $ 554.E27 I s 270637 

Sulas Veaas 

Las Va 

o -z.co : I NorthernRouie .!J.lJ.S.95, US-6 LlS-93. I-BO. 1-25,U': Me , 

Route 6 (US-95. I-51 S. US-93/95, US-9S, 1-40) 

Route 5 (US-95. 1-15, NV-1M US-95, 1-40 

Route 4 (U5-95,NY-160. 1-15, NV-164, U3-95,1--40 

Roule 3IUS-95. NV-160, NV-372, CA-H8, CA-1Z7, NV-\64. US-95. 1-40 

It.~~:l~IRoute 2 (NV-373. CA-i27.I·15, NV-164. US-55. 1-40 



PR'OPOSED TRUCK R'OUTES 
FOR DOE TRAf\lSURANIC WASTE SHf,PMENTS 
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